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Dear Ms. Walsh: 

I am filing this Petition to Revive Abandonment for patent 10/679,534 ia response to your letter 
signed 9/14/07. Your dismissal states that I haye 2-months to reply with no further incurred fee 
and that my original petition "foiled to place the above identified application in prima facie 
condition for allowance". You also provided the following information: 

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: 

(1 ) the required reply, 

(2) the petition fee, 

(3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the date due for the reply 
until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137 (b) was unintentional, and 

(4) a tenninal disclaimer and fee if the application was filed on or before June 8, 1995 or if the 
application is a design application. 

In response please find the required reply below: 

(1) I believe the follow amendment is acceptable as written: 



1. - 17. (Cancelled) 

18. (New) A hull for conveyance across a fluid, comprising a central hull 

having a deep vee bow section and a buoyant forward section, anc outboard chines which 
extend below said central hull to provide a means to trap air. water, or a mixture of air 
and water to provide lift to said hull, where said outboard chines provide buoyancy to 
said hull, and said outboard chines are designed as a means for housing water jets or 
other propulsion drives. 

19. (New) The hull of claim 18, where said outboard chines are designed as a means to 

produce stern wake canceling effects, 

(2) The petition fee is waived in consideration of the original $750 p<rid 

(3) The delay in filing was entirely unintentional which was also notdd in Examiner Olson's 
letter to me. I sent two responses within the permissible time requesting the patent be 
awarded on the merits of the accepted claims. I consulted with the Examiner prior to 
sending each letter and believed they were proper. 

(4) Does not apply 



Claims 
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With regards to failing to place the petition in a prima facie condition I believe you mean the 
patent claims themselves are not in an acceptable form and are not questioning the delay as being 
unintended. I called the number provided in your letter on Friday Sept 28 and left a message on 
your answering machine. I also called the following Monday and a gain this morning without 
leaving a message- I just wanted to confer with you prior to faxing this appeal. I genuinely 
don't understand how a patent with accepted claims can be considered abandoned or why the 
Patent Office never offered to issue the patent on the merits of the accepted claims. 

As an engineer and former project manager for several deep water oil installations I have worked 
on projects where people speak several languages and are often on different continents; I 
thought filing a patent be a fun and enlightening experience. It has been to a degree but my 
situation has changed. Once claims were accepted I sold my house and set up a small boat 
building business based on this patent. Building the tooling to get a small 20-ft boat into 
production has proven a tremendous expense both in time and money. Ironically the patent 
office has published my patent and I now have; an offer to license the design which would be a 
great help, except that at this point I don't have a patent Please understand for me this is a very 
passionate endeavor driving my very livelihood. 



Sincerely, 



Roger Gufrard, Na^d Architect 
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